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us doubt somewhat the clearness of tlie entire re-
sult. There is, as usual, no mention of Assyrian
losses, but they must have been severe. The claim
of u great victory is almost certainly false. A vic-
tory for the Assyrians it probably was, for the
allies were plainly defeated and their union for de-
fense broken up; but, on the other hand, the Assyr-
ians did not attempt to follow up the victory they
claimed, and no word is spoken of Irilmte or plun-
der or of any extension of Assyrian territory.1 The
alliance had saved the fair laud of Hamath for
a time and hud postponed the day when Israel
should be conquered and carried into captivity. It
is a sore pity that despite the dread of the Assyr-
ians, voiced so frequently by the Hebrews, and
evidently felt by the other allies, mutual jealousy
should have prevented the continuance of an alli-
ance which promised to save the shores of the
Mediterranean for Hebrew and Aramaean civili-
zation.

Shalmaneser was busied elsewhere, as we shall
shortly see, during the years immediately follow-
ing, and it was not until 849 that he was able to
make another assault on the west. The point of
attack was again the land of Hamath, and again
Ben-Hadad II of Damascus and Irkhulina of Ha-
math had the leadership over the twelve allies.
This time Shalmaneser claims to have slain ten
thousand of his enemies, but he mentions no trib-
ute and no new territory. We may therefore bo

1 The abrupt ending of tin* Monolith narrative 5s Mgmficuut